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: """"Pustic GaxERaL SratTutEs, 


- Current Topics. 


Solicitors in the Eighteenth Century. 


We pnint elsewhere a letter from Mr. Justice Matuzrs, of 
the Court of King’s Bench, Manitoba, in which he ly 
supplements our recent citation, from a periodical published 
in 1808, of remarks as to the overcrowding of the Bar at that 
period, with an entry from Evstyn’s Diary under date the 
4th of Feb: , 1700, relative to the then excessive number 
of attorneys. The diarist says that Parliament had “ voted that 
the exorbitant number of attorneys be lessened,” and he adds 
that they “‘are now indeed swarming and evidently causing law 
suits.” This amounts to a charge of “common barratry,” which 
is defined as being a ‘‘common mover, exciter or maintainer of 
suits or quarrels in courts of record or other courts” ; and it may 
possibly be some evidence of the correctness of Evztrn’s state- 
ment that a quarter of a century later it was thought n 
to a by 12 Geo. 1, c. 29, “ for avoiding the great mischiefs 
and abuses which arise from infamous and wicked persons 
practising as attorneys or solicitors in courts of law and equity,” 
that any “eagane convicted of (among other things) common 
barratry who practised as an attorney or solicitor should be liable 
to be transported for seven years. 


The Alterations in Death Duties. 

Arrention should be directed to the alterations as to the 
amount and management of death duties which are made by the 
Finance Act, 1907. Section 12 substitutes a new scale of estate 
duty for that contained in the Finance Act, 1894. It ‘is only, 
however, in the case of estates exceeding £150,000 that a change 
is made. From £150,000 to £250,000 the duty is to be levied 
at the rate of £7 per cent. instead of £6 10s., there are corre- 

nding increases on larger estates. Instead of the maximum 
of £8 per cent. on estates exceeding a million, the duty is to be £10 
per cent. on one million, with higher rates on the excess over that 
sum varying with the size of the estate. Between a million and 
a million and a half the excess-pays £11 per cent. Over three 
millions, the excess over one million pays £15 percent. So that on 
an estate of four millions, when the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
has the luck to get it, his haul will be £550,000, instead of the 
£320,000 under the scale hitherto existing. The new scale 
applies in the case of dying on and after the 19th of 
April last, = —— a prwgethanems « has been bond fide rad 
mo ‘ore that date, the purchaser or mortgagee is 
to be liable to pay the old duty on the interest falling into 
ion. Section 13 extends the power of the commissioners 
under section 8 (11) of the Finance Act, 1894, to remit the 
yment of estate duty or other death duties—that is, any death 
uties may be remitted after the expiration of twenty years from 
the death of the deceased on the application of any person 
accountable or liable for the duty or interested in the property. 
By section 16 of the recent aggregation is no lon 
to be required in the case of property settled by a person w 
died before the 1st of August, 1894, but upon passing on death 
it will be treated as an estate by itself. 


Certificates of Discharge from Estate Duty. 


An imporTANT extension is given by section 14 of the Finance 
Act, 1907, to the power of the commissioners to grant certificates 
of discharge from estate duty. A certificate of discharge may 
be given either under sub-section 1 or sub-section 2 of section 11 
of the Act of 1894. Sub-section 1 applies where the rate of 
estate duty is readily ascertained after the death, and where it is 
either paid or the commissioners are satisfied that it will be paid. 
They must then, if required by the person accounting for the 
duty, give a certificate to that effect, and the i dis- 
charges from any further claim for estate duty the property 
shewn by it to form the estate thereof. 
cases a certificate can be obtain i 
time after the death, and can 


requisition by 
it is impossible to ascertain 


for evidence that the 
property which is to be aggregated 
estate duty, and the rate duty 
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finally determined. In this case the scheme of sub- 
section 2 is available. After the lapse of two years from the 
death the person accountable for estate duty can deliver to the 
commissioners and verify a full statement to the best of his 
knowledge and belief of all the property ry on the death 
and the several persons entitled thereto, and the commissioners 
can thereupon determine the rate of estate duty in respect of the 
property for which the applicant is accountable, and on payment 
of duty at that rate they must give a certificate of discharge. 
It is now provided by section 14 of the Act of 1907 that the 
commissioners may entertain such application whenever made, 
and it will no longer, therefore, be n to wait for the 
lapse of two years from the death. This will materially 
facilitate the giving of certificates of discharge, and will conse- 
quently facilitate the realization of the property of the deceased. 


Execution on Building Plant, 


A BUILnrINne owner occupies a favoured position as to the right 
to seize, upon the builder’s default, materials which he has 
brought on the land. An agreement that all such materials 
shall become his property is not a bill of sale so as to require 
registration under the Bills of Sale Acts (Reeves v. Barlow, 
12 Q. B. D. 436), and the agreement is equally exempt when 
it forfeits the materials to the owner upon his re-entry on the 
land on the default of the builder in fulfilling his contract: 
Ez parte Newitt (16 Ch. D. 522). Moreover, the title of 
the owner prevails over that of the trustee in bankruptcy 
of the builder, provided, of course, that the agreement is 
nct so drawn as to make the owner’s title arise on the bank- 
ruptcy: Re Keen § Keen (1902, 1 K. B. 555). But the recent 
case of Byford v. Russell (1907, 2 K. B. 522) before a Divisional 
Court (Parttmore and Bray, JJ.) shews that there are limits 
to the owner’s security, and if a judgment creditor of the builder 
has seized the building material before the owner’s title has arisen 
he will be preferred to the owner. In that case the buildin 
agreement provided that, if the builder should neglect to p 
with due diligence, the owner might give him notice in writing 

uiring that the works should be proceeded with in a reason- 
able manner and with reasonable despatch. After such notice 
the builder was not to be at liberty to remove any plant or 
materials, but these were to be subject to a lien in favour of the 
owner from the date of the notice until it had been complied with. 
On the 6th of October, 1906, during the execution of the works, 
the sheriff seized the building plant and materials brought on the 
premises by the builder in execution of a judgment obtained 
against the builder. On the 8th of October, while the plant was 
still upon the premises, the owner gave the builder notice to pro- 
ceed with the works. He claimed that by virtue of this notice he 
was entitled to a lien on the plant, and that the sheriff was not at 
liberty to proceed with the execution. But the court held that 
he had no interest in the goods until the notice, and that it was 
too late for him to acquire such interest after the sheriff had 
seized. This is a contingency which should be carefully con- 
sidered in preparing such agreements. 


The Late Lord Davey. 


Lorp MacwacutTen contributes to the recent issue of the 
Journal of the Society of Comparative Legislation an interesting 
estimate of the late Lord Davey as advocate and judge. As he 
says, few persons can have had better opportunities of judging 
of his ability and work; they were both pupils of Wickens, 
V.C., and their friendship in after life was unbroken. One of 
the most novel facts stated is the strange misgiving and hesita- 
tion with which Davzy took silk. One would have supposed 
that he would have been conscious of his powers as an aires 
and would have rejoiced in the extended opportunity to display 
them within the bar. We remember a similar case of a man 
who afterwards became an eminent leader and a distinguished 
judge telling us, with obvious sincerity, when he took silk 
that he expected to have to wait for years for a decent 
practice, and he might not, after all, obtain it. So little 
can the course of events be foreseen. Lord Macnacnurew 
justly styles Davzy a consummate advocate; we should be 
disposed to say that for a difficult case, in which there were obscure 
points in favour of the other side which might turn the balance 
of decisicn, he was unsurpassed. We well recall listening to his 





argument in a case of this kind with which we were well. 


acquainted before the Court of Appeal; it struck us, knowing 


the points of danger, as the most masterly piece of advocacy we | 


had ever heard. And, what is more, it was obvious that but 
for one man of subtle and powerful intellect, who was then a” 
member of the court, and who divined the weak points in the 
case, the argument might have succeeded. Lord Macnacursy 
gives another instance of the effect of Davzy’s advocacy even in” 
his early days within the bar: ‘‘The famous question of Lord | 
St. Lzonarps’ missing will was in debate. It was only as an” 
onlooker and an idler that I was there. The court was crowded, 
The front row was crammed with leading counsel from the Court | 
of Probate, the Common Law Courts, and the Equity Bar. There 
had been a good deal of talk going on for some time and no” 
little repetition. The judges were getting impatient. Every- 
body was beginning to feel rather bored when Davey rose to 
address the court. He was so self-composed, his language was 
so well chosen, his argument so lucid and concise, that the 
attention of every one present was riveted at once. I have 
always thought it was one of the best things I ever heard done.” 
As a judge Lord Davey took very high rank: he was eminently 
patient, lucid and fearless. ‘‘ No one knows better than one of 
his colleagues,” says Lord Macnacuren, “how much he added 
to the strength of the House of Lords and the Privy Council, or 
what weight of authority was lost, and what wealth of learnin 
rished, when the grave closed over the most accsunplichdll 
wyer of his day.” 


The Deceased Wife’s Sister Act. 


AN INTERESTING commentary on the Marriage with a Deceased 
Wife’s Sister Act, 1907, is contributed by Lord Luypiey to the 
Times of the 23rd inst. He points out that, like almost all 
modern Acts of Parliament which are the result of compromises, 
it is by no means so clear and consistent as it should be, but some 
of its effects he considers to be plain enough. Marriages within 
the degrees prohibited by the Prayer Book were not declared 
absolutely void till Lord Lynpuurst’s Act (5 & 6 Will. 4, c. 54), 
nor were the children of such marriages illegitimate unless the 
marriage was judicially declared void in the lifetime of the parents. 
Lord Lynpuurst’s Act declared them to be “ absolutely null 
and void to all intents and purposes whatsoever.” Of these 
marriages the Legislature have in the recent Act dealt only with 
that between a man and his deceased wife’s sister, but the 
_—— which was developed by a section of the Established 

urch has led to the Act being far less simple than it would 
otherwise have been. Section 1 declares that the marriage, 
whether contracted before or after the Act, shall not be 
void or voidable ‘as a civil contract,” leaving it to be 
inferred that it is still open to be impugned in some 
other character. But Lord Linpixy observes that, whatever 
may be the object and effect of these words, no court in the 
kingdom can now treat such marriages as illegal. Moreover, 
although not plainly stated in the Act, it necessarily follows 
that the children are made legitimate, not only in future, but 
retrospectively, though rights of other people acquired before 
the pon, of the Act are expressly protected by section 2. The 
chief complications will probably arise from the attempt to leave 
it _ to the Church of England to continue its own ban upon 
such marriages. As regards the clergy the position is anomalous. 
The marriage of a clergyman with his deceased wife’s sister is 
made lawful by section 1, but section 4 leaves him open to 
ecclesiastical censure as if the Act had not The 
precise effect of such censure Lord Linpizy does not profess to 
explain. It may be doubted, indeed, whether the necessity for 
explaining it in this connection will ever arise. A bishop, who 
derives his position from the law of the land, is not likely to 
carry his disapproval of the Act so far as to censure what that 
law has expressly approved. And at most he can only 
censure a clergyman ; the laity, at any rate, are exempt. The 
Act reserves to the clergy the right to refuse to solemnize 
marriages of the kind in question, and this refusal is probably 
the limit to which clerical opposition—assuming it to be per- 
sisted in—will be carried. Or 


observes that the clergyman’s right to solemnize them follows 
from the fact that they are made lawful as civil contracts, and 
from the language of the second proviso to section 1, which 





n the other hand, Lord Luvprery . 
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authorizes a refusing clergyman to permit any other cl 

to perform the ceremony instead of himself. The legal effect, 
says Lord Lixpxey, is plainly to entitle each cler, to do as 
he thinks proper in the matter. “It follows,” he says, ‘ that 
no clergyman of the Church of England can be judiciall 
censured or suspended or deprived of his benefice if he himeelt 
solemnizes, or if he permits some other cler, to solemnize, 
a marriage of a man with his deceased wife’s sister in his church.” 
In conclusion, he points out that, for legal pur the “law 
of the Church” and the “Canon Law” are of no im 

except so far as they are part and parcel of the law of the 
country, though, owing to some persons using “law” in a 
different sense, it is easy to speak of a “law of the Church” 
which is superior to the law of the country. Such higher law 
may, of course, be voluntarily adopted by members of a religious 
society among themselves, but, as Lord Lrypiey temperately 
points out, it has nothing to do with the law as enfo by the 
courts of this country. 


The International Law Association. 


Tue MEETING of the International Law Association on the 29th 
to 3lst of August in Portland, Maine, U.8.A., resulted in the 
discussion of several subjects of recognized importance, though 
the concurrent sitting of The Hague Conference forcibly illus- 
trates the difficulty of arriving at international agreement when 
the military or naval requirements, real or fancied, of powerful 
States happen to be in the way. Attention may be called 
to the suggestions put forward by Lord Justice Kennzpy, 
the president of the meeting, for dealing with the difficult 
question of contraband. These were, (1) that a list 
should be prepared by international ment of articles 
manufactured and primarily or ordinarily used for naval or 
military purposes, or used in the construction of such articles, 
and that only articles in this list should be absolute contraband ; 
(2) that res ancipitis usus, including coal and provisions, should 
be treated only as relative contraband—that is, as liable to 
seizure by a belligerent only if destined for the use of military 
or naval armaments or stations—and that the burden of 

roving such destination should be on the captor, the penalty 

ing pre-emption and not confiscation; and (3) that on 
failure of such proof, damages should be recoverable from the 
government of the captor. Further suggestions dealt with 
the exemption of mails and the cargo and passengers of mail 
ships, and the limitation of the area of the right of search. 
These suggestions would tend to limit the interference by 
belligerents with the trade of the world, and they may bear 
fruit in time; but, as we have said, the results of the Tecons 
Conference are not encouraging as to early international 
agreement on sane lines. Another important matter which 
was discussed was the intervention by States to secure the 
fulfilment of contracts in favour of their own citizens entered 
into with other states. This was introduced by Chief Justice 
Batpwiy in a paper in which he argued for the “ Drago 
doctrine ”—that is, against the right of a State to collect 
debts for its subjects by forcible measures, as illustrated by the 
action of Great Britain, Germany, and Italy against Venezuela. 
It appears that it is now common for South American govern- 
ments to endeavour to secure this result by inserting in their 
contracts with foreigners a provision that such persons are not to 
have recourse to their governments in respect of any non-fulfil- 
ment of its obligation by the contracting government. Breach 
of contractual obligations is hardly a matter which under any 
circumstances calls for the employment of armed force, and it is 
probably better to leave persons who contract with doubtful 
governments to bear the risks which they voluntarily 
undertake. 


Barristers with Political Engagements. 

We nave always thought it little less than a miracle that a 
leading barrister, whose practice is so heavy that he requires 
a number of deputies, assistants, and devils, and cannot find 
time for five minutes’ talk with his oldest friends, should yet be 
able to represent a constituency in Parliament, to attend the 
divisions, and master the political questions of the day. But in 
every country the man of law is also the man ed ee and 
applications are constantly made to grant him facilities in the 


portance | thet counsel could attend in the interval, dismissed the a 


in one of the law courts of Paris, which began its labours at 
eleven o’clock in the morning, to adjourn a case for a fortnight 
on the ground that the avocat engaged in it, a member of the 
Chamber of Deputies, had been called away by his political duties. 
The President observed that there had been two previous adjourn- 
ments, and that the chamber would certainly not wish that justice 
should be hindered by the absence of avocats who happened to 
be deputies. It further appeared that the chamber would not 
sit before two o’clock in the afternoon, and the court, thinking 
tion. The House of Commons has taken to sitting ea a 
the afternoon than formerly, but so far we have not heard of 
motions in the courts for an adjournment to enable counsel to 
attend to their parliamentary duties. We are not disposed to 
think that such motions would be favourably receiv by the 
bench, and they might in some cases give little satisfaction to 
the clients of the learned gentleman making the application. 








Airships—A_ Legal Problem. 


In view of the successful experiments with the “ dirigible 
war-balloon ” made recently at Farnborough, as well as similar 
experiments on the Continent, it is extremely probable that 
airships will soon be constructed for the purpose of conveyin 
passengers from place to place above the surface of the grou 
When this happens, a good many legal problems will have to 
be solved. We propose to deal with one of the first of these 
problems that is sure to arise, viz.: Will an owner of land be 
entitled to prevent such an airship from passing over his land? 
The question, when it does come up for decision, will certainly 
be raised in an acute form, for an airship plying for profit will 
endeavour to keep as near the ground as practicable—say, 
between fifty and 100 feet under ordinary circumstances and in 
the open country. 

The maxim of the civil law—Cujus est solum ejus est usque 
ad celum—has been constantly quoted, from Coxe down to 
the present day, as correctly formulating the rule in English 
law, otherwise expressed by saying that the column of air chews 
a piece of land belongs to the owner of that land. The maxim, 
however, has not the same meaning in English law that it has 
in the civil law; its meaning in English law is more restricted. 
Roman law knew nothing of what are sometimes called “hori 
zontal hereditaments,” and the rights of the person who in 
English law would be said to “own” a stratum of earth beneath 
the surface, or a flat in a house, would in Roman law be classed, 
not as ownership, but as a servitude. Thus, the existence of 
rights in the mines below, or in part of the house above, would 
not prevent the maxim being still true in the civil law—“ allow- 
ing for exaggeration ”—with t to the owner of the site 
or surface ; the rights of the persons entitled to the mines or 
the flat would only be an incumbrance on the ownership, not a 
negation of it. The horizontal division of land into separate 
ownerships is peculiar to English law: see Humphries v. Brog- 
den (12 Q. B., at p. 755). The rule, therefore, that the column 
of air above belongs to the owner of the land or site is a mere 
presumption, which is at once rebutted by showing that another 
person’s ownership begins at a point eome distance vertically 
above the surface, and extends in a horizontal direction above 
the whole of the ground site: see Corbett v. Hill (L. R. 9 Eq. 
671). 

Biren as a rebuttable presumption, however, the maxim 
Cujus est solum ejus est usque ad colum has been called a 
“fanciful phrase,” a “legal fiction,” or “legal theory,” used to 
justify the principle “that the man who has land has everything 
above it, or is entitled, at all events, to object to anything 
else being put over it”: per Brerr, M.R., and Bowsn, L.J., in 
Wandsworth Board of Works v. United Telephone Co. (13 
Q. B. D., at pp. 915, 919). The maxim has thus been a good 
deal whittled down. ms : 

In order to be entitled to prevent an airship passing through 





the column of air above his land, the owner must, of course, 
| shew that his legal rights have been infringed. He may be able 
| to do this without alleging that any right of property has 


division of his duties. An application was made some time ago ' been infringed, and in that case he would have to shew damage 


772 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


Sept. 28, 1907. 








of some sort. He need not, however, shew actual damage if he 
can prove a technical trespass, and in order to prove a trespass 
he must shew that the column of air above his land is his 
property, and, in fact, included in the ownership of his land. 
Conversely, if it be not a trespass for an airship to pass over a 
piece of land, then the horizontal stratum of the atmosphere 
through and along which the airship passes is not part of the 
property owned by the owner of the surface land below. The 
important and difficult question will be: Up to what height 
above the surface of the land is the atmosphere or vacant space 
the property of the landowner, or part of his land? 


It has been decided that at a height of thirty or forty feet 
the column of air so far belongs to the landowner as to entitle 
him to prevent an electric wire being stretched across the 
land: Wandsworth Board of Works v. United Telephone Co. 
(13 Q. B. D. 904); Finchley Electric Light Co. v. Finchley 
Urban District (1902, 1 Ch. 866; 1903, 1 Ch. 437). It has 
also been decided that discharging a bullet over land at a 
height of about seventy-five feet from the surface does not 
constitute a trespass, and the atmosphere at that height cannot, 
therefore, be the property of the landowner: Clifton v. Bury 
(4 Times L. R. 8); and see Pickering v. Rudd (4 Camp. 219). 
In Pickering v. Rudd Lord Extensoroven thought that nailing 
a board to the side of a house so as to overhang a neighbour's 
land was no more a trespass than sailing over land in a 
balloon ; he also, in expressing his opinion that firing a gun 
over land would not be a trespass, made no reference to the 
height above the ground at which the bullet might be suppdked 
to pass. 

Now, both the decisions above referred to as to electric wires 
(Wandsworth Board of Works v. United Telephone Co. and 
Finchley Electric Light Co. v. Finchley Urban District) were 
decisions by judges of first instance, though in each case, 
singularly enough, the Court of Appeal came to a different con- 
clusion without affecting the point decided as to the general 
rights of landowners with respect to wires. In view of the fact 
that the question has not yet been properly before the Court 
of Appeal, and having regard to the opinions expressed by 
Lord E,Lensorovcn in Pickering v. Rudd, it seems worth while 
to try and find some means of bringing the cases of bullets, 
electric wires, and balloons within a common principle. It is 
submitted that the germ of such a common principle is to be 
found in the words, already quoted, of Bowgn, L.J., in Wands 
worth Board of Works v. United Telephone Co.: “The man 
who has land is entitled at all events to object to 
anything else being put over it.” If the right to the enjoyment 
of the column of air above a piece of land were no longer to 
be regarded as in the nature of a proprietary light, but as a 
right to the enjoyment of the column of air without such inter- 
ference as would amount to a nuisance, then the cases which 
decide that the passing of a bullet over land in itself gives no 
cause of action, and that the permanent erection of an electric 
wire over land does give a cause of action, would be capable 
of being referred to a common principle analogous to the 
ordinary right to light and air. Under this principle actual 
ownership might be held to extend only to so much of the 
column of air above the land as was necessary for the use of 
buildings erected on the land, whilst the owner would be en- 
titled to restrain (as a nuisance) anything amounting to 
improper interference with his enjoyment of the upper part of 
the air. If this be thought too great a change in what has 
been supposed to be the theory of the law on this point, the 
case of Colls v. Home and Colonial Stores (1904, A. C. 179) 
may be cited as an instance of one theory being substituted 
for another—with respect to the law of light and air. 

If it were once established that it is on the footing of not 
doing anything amounting to a nuisance, rather than of not 
interfering with proprietary rights, that airships were not 
allowed to cross land above the surface as a matter of course 
where and how they pleased, there would be no difficulty in 
establishing a general rule as to the proper distance from 
houses, etc., to be observed. The use of airships would cer- 


tainly entail special legislation dealing with them, and the 
adoption of a broad principle, such as is suggested above, would 
make the required legislation easier and more effective. 





Avoidance of Settlements under 
13 Ee. ©. s. 

Tue judgment of Kexewicn, J., in Ideal Bedding Co. (Limited) 
v. Holland (1907, 2 Ch. 157) upon the avoidance of voluntary 
settlements is important in regard to two points, the nature of 
the property which will render the settlement liable to avoid- 
ance, and the costs of a trustee who unsuccessfully defends the 
settlement. In that case the plaintiffs were a Canadian com- 
pany, and the defendant, C. Hotuanp, who had been in their 
employment as book-keeper and cashier, had misappropriated 
some £2,875, and had, in December, 1905, acknowledged the 
misappropriation in writing. In February, 1906, he was arrested 
in this country and lodged in prison, pending proceedings for his 
return to Toronto. An order for his return was made on the 16th 
of March, 1906. While in prison he executed a settlement, 
dated the 13th of February, 1906, of a reversionary in- 
terest to which he was entitled under the will of his father, who 
had died in December, 1905. By this will the testator gave his 
real estate and the residue of his personal estate on trust for sale 
and conversion and for division of the proceeds, after the death 
of his wife, between his son C. H. Hotuanp and the defendant 
C. Hotuanp in a specified manner. By the settlement C. 
Hotianp assigned all his interest under the will to Sty and 
Burrovcus on trusts for his wife, A. M. HoLuanp, and issue. 
The settlement was prepared by Burrovcus on the instructions, 
taken in prison, of C. Hotzanp, who stated that he had given 
the plaintiffs security for their debt in the shape of a bill of 
sale and assignment of life policies. In March, 1906, an agree- 
ment was prepared expressed to be between C. Hotianp of the 
first part, his wife of the second part, the settlement trustees of 
the third part, and the plaintiffs of the fourth part, with the 
object of having the settlement declared void by the court, and 
it was executed by C. Hotianp, Sty, and the plaintiffs, but 
Burrovcus refused to execute it. This agreement was dated 
the 30th of March. On the 31st of March the plaintiffs 
recovered judgment in the King’s Bench Division for the amount 
misappropriated by C. Hotianp, and on the 2nd of April issued 
the writ in the present action, claiming to have the settlement 
declared void on the ground that it was fraudulent, and made by 
the defendant, C. Hotianp, to delay, hinder, and defraud his 
creditors. At the date of the trial the testator’s residuary trust 
estate consisted mainly of railway preference stock, colonial 
stock, a mortgage on real estate, and cash at the bank. 

At the trial Kexewicu, J., found, as the result of the evidence, 
that the insolvency of C. Hotianp at the date of the settlement 
was proved, and that the circumstances were such as to render 
it obnoxious to the statute 13 Eliz, c. 5, if, having regard to 
the provisions of that statute and to the property conveyed, 
the settlement ought to be treated as one made to delay, hinder, 
or defraud creditors; and whether this was so was left for 
further argument. The statute of Exizaperu provides, as is well 
known, that “for the avoiding and abolishing of feigned, 
covinous, and fraudulent” conveyances, as well of lands and 
tenements as of goods and chattels, every conveyance of lands, 
tenements, hereditaments, goods, and chattels to the intent to 
delay, hinder, or defraud creditors shall, as against the persons 
so hindered, delayed, or defrauded, be void. As the law stood 
when this statute was passed, there was no method by which the 
plaintiffs or other creditors of C. Hotianp could have taken in 
execution the property which was the subject of the settlement, 
or made it available for their debts, and hence the settlement, if 
the law had remained unaltered, could not have been treated as 
hindering or delaying them. But this is by no means the case. 
The law has been frequently altered so as to assist creditors in 
the recovery of their debts, and the scope of the statute of 
Elizabeth has grown with the law. “Property,” said Kexewics, 
J., in the present case, “which was not originally within the 
reach of creditors has from time to time been brought within 


their reach, and whenever that has been done the courts have — 


been prompt to recognise that such other property can be dis- 
posed of fraudulently as against creditors, that is, so as to 
delay, hinder, or defraud them in pursuing newly conferred 
rights of proceeding.” 
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As regards the property in question it was contended on behalf 
of the plaintiffs that it had been made available for creditors in 
two ways, both by means of a charging order under the 
Judgments Act, 1838 (1 & 2 Vict. c. 110), and by the 
appointment of a receiver by way of equitable execution, and 
that the settlement was void as against them and other credi- 
tors because it prevented them from having recourse to these 
processes. Under section 14 of the Act of 1838 stocks or shares 
in any public company in England standing in the name of a 
judgment debtor in his own right, or in the name of any person 
in trust for him, may be the subject of a charging order, and by 
the Judgments Act, 1840 (3 & 4 Vict. c, 82), this was ex- 
tended to all interests in stocks and shares, whether in posses- 
sion, remainder, or reversion, and whether vested or contingent, 
It was held, indeed, in Dixon v. Wrench (L. R. 4 Ex. 154) that 
the statutes did not apply where, under the provisions of a will, 
the judgment debtor had an interest only in the proceeds of 
sale of stock and shares, and not in stocks and shares them- 
selves. But in Bolland v. Young (1904, 2 K. B. 824) the effect 
of this decision was confined to cases where there was an abso- 
lute trust for sale, and it was held not to apply where, in the 
course of the administration, the stocks and shares might 
become divisible in specie among the beneficiaries. “There 1s,” 
said Strrine, L.J., “no express obligation to convert, and there 
is nothing which impliedly imposes such an obligation. There 
is no imperative trust for sale. The judgment debtor may here- 
after acquire an absolute title to a portion of the stock in specie, 
and so long as the stock remains unsold, he has, in my judg- 
ment, an interest in it.” Kxxewicu, J., treated the present case 
as being on the same footing, that is, as being wanting in an 
imperative trust for sale; and consequently the defendant, C. 
Hotianp, had, under the will, such an interest in the railway 
stock as would have entitled the plaintiffs to obtain a charging 
order but for the settlement. To this extent, therefore, the 
settlement operated to hinder them. 

The distinction between cases where there is an imperative 
trust for sale and those where the beneficiary may take the 
stocks im specie, so as to have an interest in the stocks and not 
merely in the proceeds of sale, is certainly not satisfactory. 
Indeed, it is not easy to say what is an imperative trust for sale 
if the trust in the present case was not of that character. It 
was an ordinary trust for conversion which in form is impera- 
tive, although, by direction of the beneficiaries, a sale may not 
in fact become necessary. The more natural course ig to 
adopt the suggestion of Kexewicu, J., that Dizon v. Wrench 
(supra) is no longer to be treated as an authority, and then 
any beneficiary entitled to share in the proceeds of sale of stock 
has an interest in the stock which can be made the subject of a 
charging order under the Judgment Acts. But in addition to 
this remedy it was argued that, but for the settlement, the 
plaintiffs would have been entitled to obtain the appointment 
of a receiver of C. Hotianp’s reversionary interest by way 
of equitable execution, and that upon this ground they were 
delayed within the meaning of the statute of Exizapetu. From 
all the inquiry that an investigation of this subject would in- 
volve the learned judge shrank. “After consulting many 
authorities,” he said, “and pondering over the matter, I have 
come to the conclusion that full treatment of the question would 
require something in the nature of a lecture or treatise, which 
it is better to avoid unless absolutely necessary.” The difficulty 
is to see how the appointment of a receiver in such a case can 
be made of actual benefit to the creditor so as to justify the 
conclusion that the settlement of the property delayed him. 

The question of the appointment by way of equitable execu- 
tion of a receiver of an equitable reversionary interest in personal 
estate was decided in 7'yrrell v. Painton (1895, 1 Q. B. 202), 
where it was held that such an appointment was within the 
jurisdiction of the court. The interest could not be taken under 
an elegit, and, on failure of the legal remedy, equitable execu- 
tion was available. Lavpigy, L.J., observed that during the life 
of the tenant for life there would be nothing for the receiver 
to receive, nor in the meantime did the appointment create any 
charge on the equitable interest, but he did not regard this 
failure of immediate efficacy as fatal. “The appointment of 


a receiver does not create a charge, but it operates as an in- 
junction to restrain the defendant from himself receiving the 


TT 


proceeds of sale, and may possibly be useful.” In Re Marquis 
of Anglesey (1903, 2 Ch., p. 731 ff vets Eapy, J., carried the 
matter further, and said that the order prevented the debtor 
from dealing with the moneys to the prejudice of the judgment 
creditor, and it also prevented any subsequent judgment gredi- 
tor from gaining priority over the creditor obtaining the order, 

if at the date when the order was obtained the property of 
the judgment creditor could not be taken in execution or made 

available by any other legal process. With this statement of. 
the law Kexewicn, J., agreed, and hence he held that the settle- 

ment wag within the statute of ExizapeTn because it hindered 

the plaintiffs in their remedy by way of equitable execution. 

He considered, however, that. the proper form of order was not 

to direct the settlement to be given up and cancelled. This 

overlooked the possibility of there being a surplus after satisfy- 

ing the claims of creditors. It was sufficient to direct the trus- 

tees to concur in all acts and things necessary for making the 

property available for satisfying the claims of the plaintiffs and 

all other creditors of C. Hotuanp. 

As to the costs of the trustee Burrovucns—his co-trustee SLY was 
not before the court—the learned judge held that the form of order 
avoiding the settlement was not material. Where a settlement is 
avoided entirely, then primd facie there is no fund left out of 
which the trustees can have their costs of unsuccessfully defend- 
ing it; but this primé facie rule is not now acted on, and in 
Merry v. Pownall (1898, 1 Ch. 306) Kexewicn, J., allowed trus- 
tees, who had acted properly in the defence, to retain their costs 
out of funds in their hands which had been subject to the settle- 
ment until its avoidance. “ The strict rule,” he said, “ that when 
the fund is gone the trustee shall not have his costs, has not been 
applied lately. Where the trustees have acted properly they 
ought to be allowed their costs.” In the present case he held 
that the defendant Burrovens had acted in good faith in being 
a party to the settlement, and had done no more than his duty 
in endeavouring to protect it for the benefit of those who were 
the beneficiaries under it. He exercised his discretion, therefore, 
by saying that he was to have his costs out of the trust estate, 
and, if he was to have them at all, it followed that he was en- 
titled to them as between solicitor and client, 








Reviews. 
Where to Find Your Law. 


WHERE TO Finp Your LAW: BEING A DISCURSIVE BIBLIOGRAPHICAL 
Essay Upon THE Various Divisions AND SUB-DIVISIONS OF 
THE Law oF ENGLAND, AND THE STATUTES, Reports or CAsEs, 
AND TextT-BooKs ConTarninec Such Law. With APPENDICES 
FOR FACILITATING REFERENCE TO ALL STATUTES AND REPORTS OF 
CASES, AND WITH A Futt InpDEx. By Ernest ArTour JELF, 
M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Turrp Eprrron. Horace Cox. 
Everyone is supposed to know the law, but this is an impossible 

counsel of perfection, and even the most learned lawyer may 

be content if in many branches he knows where to find the 
law. In this he will receive material assistance from Mr. Jelf’s 
volume, which now appears in a third edition. The extent 
and minuteness of his survey of the records and expositions 
of the law is shewn by the fact. that its various de ents are 
distributed over nearly sixty chapters, and in each of reference 
is made to statutes, to leading cases, and to text-books. Many 
standard works cover different branches of the law, and it is natural 
that references to the same works—‘‘Bullen and Leake,” for 
instance, aod Smith’s Leading Cases—should frequently recur; but 


the author has also enumerated in their pro crashed des 
estimate of, a host of text-books dealing with £ subjects, and 
there are, we imagine, very few works which have escaped his notice. 


As the title-page intimates, the writer's style is discursive, and he 


ation of costs. But these lighter 
from the main purpose of book, and the practitioner will often 
find it a useful guide to the information he is in search of. 








The death is announced of Mr. George ee of Stone’s Wood, 





Lpepetell, Ganey, ene Sn ie aan , which took place 
at Leonards Sunday last. He was 


* on secretary to the 
Commissioners in Lunacy in 1888, and a in 1895. 
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Correspondence. 


Solicitors in the Eighteenth Century. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


Sir,—I observe that in your issue of the 3rd of August last (at 
p. 683) you refer, in an editorial note, to an article pub: hed in an 
English periodical in May, 1808, containing some observations upon 
the overcrowding of the legal profession. 

The condition of affairs described by the writer of the article 
referred to was, however, a great improvement on that which pre- 
vailed a century before. On the 4th of February, 1700, John Evel 
made the following entry in his diary: ‘‘ Parliament voted that the 
exorbitant number of attorneys be lessened (now indeed swarming, 
and evidently causing law suits and disturbance, eating out the 
estates of the people, provoking them to go to law).” 

Winnipeg, Sept. 13. T. G. MaTHERs. 


[See observations under head of ‘‘Current Topics.” —Ep. S.J.] 








Obituary. 
Sir E. W. N. Knocker. 


We regret to record the death of Sir Edward Wollaston Nadir Knocker, 
C.B., of Dover, solicitor. He was admitted in 1870; had been town 
clerk of Dover for nearly forty years, and registrar of the Cinque Ports and 
registrar of the Court of Record for many years. He succeeded his 
father, Mr. Edward Knocker, F.8.A., in the office of town clerk. He was 
colonel and hon. colonel commanding the 1st Volunteer Battalion “The 
Buffs ’’ until 1903, when he retired. He was made C.B. in 1896, and was 
knighted in 1901. 








Legal News. 


General. 


A telegram from Calcutta says that two military officers were attacked 
while travelling in Eastern Bengal by a Bengali barrister, who was armed 
with knives, and one was severely wounded. The assailant has been 
cap - He is a man of good position and wealth. 


Everybody will be glad to learn, says a writer in the Globe, that Lord 
Justice Farwell, who has been absent from the courts since the spring, 
has so far recovered from his illness that he expects to be able to resume 
~— lace in the Court of Appeal at the commencement of the Michaelmas 


The following particulars in a deed on record in a certain county of North 
are, says the Central Law Journal, copied unchanged from the Book 
of Deeds, with the exception only of the name of the unfortunate land- 
owner: ‘‘ Begging [sic] at Beck’s South corner, running thence North 50 
feet ; sang ag we a ; a South 50 feet; then East 50 feet to 
ns, Ss ing a plot o 50 feet square cut from the back end 
of the said Jemima Jones.”’ ™ 
Mr. Justice Pickford, says the Pall Mali Gazette, will make a worthy repre- 
sentative of this save Bees the International Maritime Conference which 
at Veniceon Wednesday. Few of our judges have a more extensive 
knowledge of the subjects likely to come up for discussion. He practised 
for many years in the Liverpool courts, and as a mercantile lawyer he 
made steady headway to the top of his profession. He was chosen to 
represent the British case before the Commission which sat in Paris two 
years ago to inquire into the Russian attack on the Hull trawlers. 


Mr. W. F. Craies, writing in the Journal of the Society of Comparative 
Legislation on the Criminal Appeal Act, says of the pro new court : 
The draftsman of the Bill, in combining the system of review by 
and review on reference, indicates the weak point of the Bill. The new 
court is to be, on the one hand, an ordinary court of justice and, on the 
other, a sort of judicial committee to advise the Crown on petitions to 
admit appeals for clemency. In exercising the prerogative of mercy, the 
Crown may refuse to avail itself of the consequences of conviction by 
verdict, but where a court of justice is called on to take up the tion of 
the Crown on # criminal appeal, it is invited to depart from its proper 
—. Under the Act it is empowered, nay required, to take upon itself 

final appreciation of the facts of a criminal case upon a perusal of the 

shorthand notes taken at the trial, and = evidence never submitted to 

a jury and which might produce _ t lay tribunal a very different 

from that produced on the judicial mind. £: and the 

precedents already given point to the conclusion that, if criminal appeal 

in the modern sense is to be allowed, it would be better to allow it on 
the same lines as in civil cases, i.c., substantially on the 


precisely 
on which it is now allowed in criminal cases in the King’s Bench Division, 


but subject to the rule, now applied in civil cases, that no new trial is to | § 


be ordered except for a substantial of justice. Under the 


miscarriage 
new Bill the judges will either be too shy of interfering with the jury, 
which will cause further appeals to the Home Office, or too y to 
interfere, which will impair the position of the jury in criminal trials, 





Not long ago it was discovered, says a correspondent of the Daily 
Chronicle, that one of the numerous ‘‘Tube’’ Acts contained a clause 
providing that in the Act should interfere with the rights and 
privileges of the London and Suburban Railway Company er their 
special Act. This section was overlooked by the tube company affected 
for some time, but when at last counsel were instructed to advise on the 
subject, no trace of the Act could be discovered, although the aid of the 
King’s Printers, the Stationery Office, and the Private Bill Office of the 
House of Commons were successively invoked. In the end it was found 
that the statute which had caused so much anxiety was an imaginary one ; 
that the line it related to was a myth, and even the company that had 
projected it never existed. 


At the recent autumnal mee of the Association of Chambers of 
Commerce, Mr. Stuart Deacon (Liv 1) moved ‘‘That the present 
— in the hearing of cases on appeal, both in the Court of Appeal and 
in House of Lords, are detrimental and injurious to the commercial 
interests of the country.”” He said the statistics of the Court of Appeal 
showed the extreme desirability of some radical change being made. 
When the Court of Appeal opened their work at the beginning of the 
legal year, October, 1906, there were no fewer than 365 cases put down on 
appeal, and many of these dated back to June, 1905, so that the appellants 

been waiting seventeen months to have their cases heard. Going back 
to the previous year, the number of appeals waiting was 303, so that 
between the two legal years there had been an increase of sixty-two cases 
in arrear. That was a serious state of for the community. Mr, 
8. Humphries (Bristol) seconded, Mr. J. Milne Henderson (Edinburgh) 
suggested that the words ‘‘ House of Lords’’ should be omitted, and the 
words ‘‘in our Supreme Courts’’ substituted, so as to include Scotland, 
The suggestion was accepted and the resolution carried in that form. 

A full bench—consisting of nine judges—of the Chief Oourt of the 
Punjab have, says the Journal of the Society of Comparative Legislation, 
recently had before them the question—highly important from a profes- 
sional point of view—whether a practitioner may make his remunera- 
tion in a case contingent on the success of the case, or to use the common 

hrase, take a ‘‘ back-fee’’—that is, a fee which is to be paid back 

n whole or in part if the case fails. In England the traditions of 
the bar have long proscribed such an agreement, and section 11 of the 
Solicitors Act, 1870, expressly prohibits it as between client and solicitor, 
In as parts of India also—in Madras, in Allahabad, in Calcutta, 
and in ibay—such agreements are not permitted ; but the case has 
been otherwise in the Punjab, where the practice has largely prevailed, 
owing to a decision some ears back of Sir M. Plowden, a judge of hi 

authority in the province. In his opinion there was nothing against public 
aac in a stipulation that a pleader should be paid an additional sum 

y his client on condition of his conducting the case to a successful issue : 
it was calculated, he thought, to secure to the client a degree of zeal and 
diligence on the part of pleader in conducting the case which the 
client would not otherwise get. There is certainly something in this. 
But it is from this very stimulus to zeal which the back-fee gives that its 
dangers arise. It tempts legal practitioners to resort—as experience has 
aya improper anne in reg to win cases. More oe i 

to gambling in litigation, to those speculative actions wi 
Indian courts are by no means unfamiliar. It is, therefore, satisfactory 
to find that the Punjab court, with two dissentients only out of nine, have 
condemned the practice. There is nothing, of course, inherently dis- 
graceful in it, but in the interests of the profession, in the maintenance of 
a high standard of honour, it is—well, undesirable. 





Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasette.—Tuxspvar, Sept. 17. 
Barry, Catugnine, Bradford Oct12 Ni Bradford 
Caatsusx, Baamwewt, Halifax, York, Corn Merchant Oct 14 Farrar & Co, Bradford 
CLARKE, Exizasers, Norwich Oct 23 Watson & Everett, Norwich 
Costiaax, Joux, Ham: Oct 16 Speechley, Danes Inn House, Strand 
Dossox, Gzoncs, , Builder Oct 21 Proudfoot & Chaplin, Verulam bidgs, 


Gray’s inn 
Evans, Moncan, Yetalyfera Oct 14 Swansea 
Fanmen, Grozex Warrtros, Novi Burton & Dyson, Gainsborough 
Fans, Crana Exvizapers, Oct 21 Smith & Co, 
Fextox, Hewny Paruir, The , Netherlands Oct 24 Carr & Co, High Holborn 
Farra, Crai, Bafield Oct 31 , New ct, Lincoln’s inn 
Gout, Ealing, Commission Agent Oct 19 Restall, Wylde Green 


Hasaisox, Joum Wititax, Leeds 2% Willey, 
Hattox, Josura Pav. 1d. g Elm phot 8 John’s Wood, Journalist Oct 17 


row 
Ha , Onstow, Leamington, Draper’s Buyer Oct 26 Davies, Leamington 
Teoceon, Gronez Mauiinpze, Killamarsh, Derby, Farmer Ox 28 Bramley & Son, 


Horren, Joux, Deeping Gate, Northampton, Farmer Oct 21 Sharpe & Wade, Market 
Auuistzs, Journ, Li Chief Steward Oct 15 Seni & Gon, Léveapest 

Maneatis eh, Wittisam Heway, Barnet, Herts Oct 18 Elliott Lovell-Mansbridge, 40, 

Maneu, Wituism, West Bromwich Jan13 Caddick & Son, West Bromwich 

genase, Downs Cardiff, Deal Oct 10 Yorath & Jones, Cardiff 

Lat, Hewny Warren, MD. Liverpool Oct 15 Smith & Son, Liverpool 

Presto: Sept 28 Willey, 

Reap, Davip, Newcastle =e igus Grocer Sept 23 Bell, Newcastle 


Nov 16 Tarr & Sons, Bristol 
, Lanes Oct 26 Makinson & Co, Manchester 
Oct 


! 





Sept. 28, 1907. 


me 
Sorento 








Bappe! 
Sta 


Batts, 
Shi 
Brvspo! 
De 
Carte 
Off 
ConE®, 
22, 
CLEAR, 
Be; 
Coxg, 
CoL.iz! 
Of 
Davirs 
Earp, ¢ 
Res 
Epwak 
Re 
Everes 
Cla 
GarnE! 
ein 
I 
Off 
Hasais 
Bex 
Hawk! 
= chs 
ALY, 
Off 
Heaps! 


JoaDar 
Eunu1¢' 
Lawee 


Locxw 
Mays, 


at) 
Mrrcsi 
1 


Be] 
PowER 








1 on 


lford 


et 17 


arket 


o, 40, 








Sept. 28, 1907. 











Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gasetis,—Tuxrspay, Sept. 17. 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


Bappetey, Atraep Aytnory, King’s Heath, Worcester, 
Stationer Sept 26 at 12,30 191, Corporation at, 


Birmiogham _ 
Bauts, Grores. , Hasex, Lab Oct 2 at 2 
Buasonoved, © panes, Co, Acre In, Brixton, 
ukruptcy 





Shirehall, Cheimaford” 
Dealers Sept 27 at Ba 

Canter, CHARLES tla Herne Bay Sept 26 at 9.15 
Off Rec, 68a, Castle st, Can’ 

Comex, Jacos Bexsamix, "Leeds Bept 25 ati1l Off Reo, 


ALTER JOHE. ing’ 8 i e > smameemne ca! 
CLEAR, 


Sept 26 at 12 Ban 
Biake Newington, Builder 


Samugy, Lidfield 
Cont apt 95 at 12 14, Bedford ro 
Cheshire Sept 25 at 3 


Ootiier, Joux Henny, B 
Off Rec, Byrom 


Davies, Wituiam Hues, —. Den! Builder Sept 25 
at12 C chm — row, 
Earp, Jonn eet Ring ewton Sept 28 at 11 Off 
Ree, 47, Fall st, De: 
Epw —~" tvonrs, Kington upon Hull om 11 Off 


Rec, York City Bank chmbrs, Lowgate, 


Everest, Taomas, Tun 
Clarendon roadway, Tunbridge 
Gannen, Gzoras, Bedford, Coal Merchant Sept 3 at 3.30 


M 
Messrs Hallil & Morrison's, Mill st, Bed: 


Gazex, ALBERT, Glam, Mason 25 at 10.45 
Off Rec, Comte urt, Townhall, Merth: 
Hageison, Jou~n Wiit1am, Hath q , Farmer 


Sept 25at12 Off Rec, 47, Full st, 

Hawkins, Joux, Burnham on Crouch, Essex, Oyster Mer- 
chant Oct 2at2.30 Shireiall, Chelmsfi 

Heaty, James, Liverpool, Produce "Importer Sept 25 at 12 
.- 2, Waa ok abetiaee {iiam, Coll Sept 26 at 

eer | sag ws a er 
ll Rec, Post Office chm! 

Joapax, y te} Heney, and oe Apamson, Stockton 
oo iad Painters Sept 27 at 11.30 Off Reo, 8, Albert 


rd 
Euuicx, Harrgy, Cox Gree ay. Onell 
Marchant Sept 25 at 11.90 "182, S roried, Wank 


late, Many Avwx, Erdington, Warwick, Sub Post- 
mistress Sept 26 at 11.30 191, Corporation st, 
Birm' 


ingham 

Looxwoop, Hegsert —, Sheffield, Architect Sept 25 
at 11.30 Off Rec, Figtree ln, Sheffield 

Mays, Ly Bevenhampton, ’ Farmer Bept 26 at 3,15 

County Court bldgs, Cheltenham 

ye a Tuomas, ey Wilts, Solicitor Oct 2 
at 12 96, Baldwin st, Bristol 

MircHE.L, Faure, o * Charles “o1, Hoxton, & Estate Agent Sept 


26 at 11 Bankru Best 
er Me eechonG 
at 10.30 


Sept HB at3 Off Rec, 3, or 
Power, —_ Fuatav, Vi aoe . 
Bept 26 at 11 rey 8 
Paros, Isaac, Decks. We Watchmaker 
, St Aldates, 'xford 
Potmax, Epwiw Joux, Merthyr Tyee, Grete Date: 
25 at 11 Off Reo, County Court, i, Menthe 


Pospy, Atyrep James, and Witrraro Lawaexos Purpy, 
Stock Brokers Sept 25 at 12.20 Off Rec, 26, 
Baldwin st, Bristol 


Purvis, Ropert, Whitburn, Durham, Builder Sept 25 at 
2 ll O ots, Manchest Newcastle on Tyne a 
ICHARDSON, JOHN, Manchester, olesale Grocer Sept 

2.30 Ree. st, Manchester 


7 sas, Bedford, Oa 

RousyrHox, Wana, ‘ord, Ca) = os 25 at 
4 Messrs Morrison's st, Bedfi 

Ruppick, THomas Boao, Rees York, A Te Sept 27 at 
11.30 Off Albert rd. 


Scorr, WILtiam, Northumberland, Farmer 
Bept 25 at 2.30 oft Reo, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on 


Suonz, Wit11am, Bolton, Painter Sept 27 at 3 19, Ex- 
change st, Bolton 


ib 





core, Pees, Draper Sept 27 at 11 


pais On k Off 23, Park row, Looks wet 
evel Hil, Phycian Sept 25 at 1 


— st, Onedift 


Turvapinenam, Josepn Ca Railton Herne Hill, 

ee 
Lzox 

Wheel wnigia arene Off Rec, 47, Full st, 

TLt1am, Worcester, House Decorator 


Ee, eae rae Pgh ge 


ve ey he oy 
27 at 11.80 19) 
rie 18, Corporation ao 
osoaweu a, Trew 
yaaa Sept Bats Off 


Leicester, Builder Sept 25 at 12 Off 
ea ar 


Waewt "WaLTsn Practical 
Outfitter Sept 26 at 12 Sati ie, Beatetl nee — 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Beresox, py Nottingham, General Dealer Notting- 
ham Pet Sept 11 nk, 
cay + ae Groner, Leeds Pet Sept 13 


W. Joux, 
panes Site yg ~7 eee 
wi be ty Ord Sept 11 
Liverpool, Fancy Goods Dealer Liver- 


Myzs 

pool Pee daly 2 Ord 
a toy by Haver, abated Manchester Pet Sept 
Epwarps, Joux ‘he, Swansea, Ty 

Cutter A Pet Sept 13 Ord Sept 13 
am ~~) baw) > Coal Merchant Bedford Pet 
Govatay, Hazay Haars. North wet, 

of » oe Gosforth, um! 


eweastle on Pet 
on Tyne Aug 2 
Hazevpins, Cheadle , Chester, Joiner 
Pet Sept 14 Ord Bape te’ 
Bournemouth Poole Pet Sept 14 


Heap, Atreep Groncs, 
Ord Bept 14 

Hearty, James (generally known as Jaues F. Heaty), 
Li pues Importer Liverpool Pet Aug 20 


Ord 
Henrpeat, - 1) Glam, Collier Pontypridd 
12 Ord Bept 12 ‘ 
nba be eam. Lianllyfni, Bio seai Neo 


Haney, Gor “Ger tom, 


Guildford "Pet Aug 1? Oot’ One High 


ee 5 -1- ~ 

Court Pet May 29 Ord Bept 1 
at a Brentford a ates Ord 
a J , Farmer 


Journeyman Joiner 
Ravwouoe, Quinte Jone gta Driver 
, 


Rosinson, Wietias Chelsea, Artist High Court 
Ord Sept 3 


Rossen, Faas Boort, Pet Aug if, Ord Sep 
Ord Boyt 1a 
Scort, ig Ry Northam 
17 we Laat 


eo gacige ime Han Hn Pet Sept 13 


SHoPLaND, (~| —\ te Devon Barnstaple 
Pet 12 Ord Sept 12 

Snnerr, ; mt ~+ Seppe Leeds 
Pet Sept 12 Ord sept 12 

Tuaeapineuam, Josera i Suantnn, Belton rd, Herne Hill, 
Fishmonger High Court Sept 18 Ord Sept 13 


Mit” Bept 96 at 8 Off Reo, 117, 8t | Woopuzap, 
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Shanklin, I of W, Pork 
ae Ord opt 13 


General 
wea Rone en, Seaaiohaan as 
Aug 2 Ord Sept 12 , Cra ma 

bs — | —) eked Bradford -Ret Sept 
ae 
AKeR, Samvet Taomas, Badge’ and 


N 
Became hae Pet 16 16 
High Court Pet May 17 Ord Sept i6 
Borxs, Roseat, » Packer Man- 
Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 
Canroats, Sons nous 


Burnley Pet Sept18 
Guiana iain Luton, Straw Hat Manufacturer Luton 


Pet Sept 17 ll 

meee J. Glam 
Rae" pe OTT 

Drx, Eanzsrt, 
Sept 14 Ord Sept 14 

Dysau, Wi scsgea 

a ee etna Pet 











Pet Bept 30 at 8 Of Bao, Onmbelige jane’ igh on 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
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w.o. 
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630 Appeals to Quarter § 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 
X tne Corporation. 


ian at 
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Suitable lnasurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent 


on application. 
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Benteeis; Davi, Nottingham, General — Oct 1 at 11 
Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Notti 

Baywow, Ricuarp, Manorbier, Pembroke, Labourer Bept 
28 at 12.30 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarth 

Boorys, Wituiam Anson, Greenwich, Mining Engineer 
Oct’ 1at12 Bankruptey bldgs, Carey 

Bosne.z, Ricaarp Grorar, Leeds Sepe 30 atil Off Rec, 
22, Park row, Leeds 

Burxs, Roseat, Rusholme, Manchester, Packer Sept 28 at 
11.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Crume, Grorce, Cop ice Gate, nr Bewdl Worcester, 
Timber Haulier 7at2 Mr 8 Thurs! aid, Solicitor, 
Kidderminster 

Dypati, Wiiu1aM, Dukinfield, Cheshire, aaa ated Sept 

atll Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Bowanos, Joux Mrvarc, Swansea, Photographer Sept 23 
at12.45 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 

Founnect, Taomas, Seaford, Sussex, Builder Oct 2 at 2 
County Court Office, High st, Lewes 

Haynes, manins THoMas Rugby, Warwick, Tailor Oct 
7 at 2.15 8, High st, Coventry 

Hav pati “ious Bournemoutti Sept 30 at 2.30 
Messrs Curtis & Son, 158, Old Christchurch rd, 
Bournemouth 

Hvuouss, Owen Joux, Talysarn, Carnarvon, Quarrymin 

%ati2 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Lussock, Joux C, Marylebone rd, Marylebone, Money lender 
Oct 1 at 1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Mriver, Many, Leeds Sept 30 at 11 30. Off Bec, 22, Park 
row, 8 

Paumar, Caartes Witttam, Eddington, Herne, Kent 
Sept 30 at 11.45 Off Rec, 68a, Castile st, Canterbury 

Pootz, Atrerp Eavest Epwarp Cuay, Morecambe, 
Tobacconist Sept 30 at 3 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, 


Preston 
Rusatoy, Tuomas Westatt, Upton Snodsbury, Worcester, 
mnkeeper Sept 28 at 11.30 Off Rec, 11, Copenhagen 
at, Worcester 
Russect, Faawx Soort, Birmingham, Pictorial Post Card 
Dealer Oct 2 at 11.30 191, Corporation st, 


Suorcanp, a E.tex, Lynton, Devon Oct 1 at 3 
oH, st, Barnstaple 


Suita, — douthampton, Commission Agent Sept 30 
Off Kec, Midland Bank chmbrs, High st, 


etn 

Youssr, Wittram, Tunstall, Bookseller Sept 30 at 11.3) 
Off King st, Newcastle, Staffs 

Warmer, Samvet James, Sutton at Hone, Kent, Horti- 
culturist Sept 30 at 11.39 115, High st, Rochester 

Wisox, Roperr O vives, Bootle, nar Liverpool, Grocer 
Oct 1at12 Off Rec, 45, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Waicat, James Brows, Droitwich, Worcester, Land Agent 
Oct 2 at 11.30 Off Ree, 11, Copenhagen st, Worcester 

Wy ae Everaro Witu1as, Parracombe, Devon Oct 1 at 

High st, Barnstaple 

Tee —. Salisbury, Bookbinder Oct 1 at 12 Off 

Ree, City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury 


ADJUDICATIONS, 


Barn, Bexsamin Mornis, Pillowell, West Dean, Glos, Baker 
Newport, Mon Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 

Borss, BERT, Rusholme, Manchester, Man- 
chester Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 

ree 5 T a AnouisaLp, Burnley Burnley Pet Sept 18 

rd Sept 18 

Davies, Davip James, Treforest, nr Datayns, Butcher 
Pontypridd Pet 618 Ord Sept 

me Easter, = , Builder Ohelms! ford Pet Sept14 


Dukinfield, Cheshire, 


Packer 


Dysatt, ILLIAM, Greengrocer 
Ashton under Lyne Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 

Eveurst, Tuomas, Tuobridge td Greet Tunbridge 
Wells Pet Aug 17 Ord Sept 14 

Foxxe.t, Taomas, Seaford, Sussex, Builder Lewes Pet 

16 Ord Sept 16 

Ger, 1Lu1am Nasn, Ferryhill Village, Durham, Boot 
Dealer Durham Pet Sept2 Ord Sept 16 

—— —— Hasting:, Florist Hastings Pet Sept 17 


Sine Ly eg James, Lioyd’s av, Printer High Court 
Pet uly 23 Ord Sept 14 

Hanrais, y Ae Epwarp, Pengam, Glam, Underground 
Contractor Merth yr Tydfil Pet Sept 17 Ord Sept 17 

Hooxs, Wit.taM Jame, London rd, Southwark, Architec- 
tural Eogineer High Court Pet Aug 13 Ord Sept 14 

Jonzs, Witi1am Ernest, and Atrrep MinsHv.y, Stock- 

Painters Stockport Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 

Ketty, Jonny James, 1 a Iron Founder Barnsley 
Pet Aug 17 Ord Sept 18 

Kemp, Hagay, —— Butcher Huddersfield Pet 
Sept 18 (rd Sept 18 


Tuomas Wiu£4am, Belsize Park gdns, 
High Court Pet June 20 Ord Sept 14 
McLazenx, Hersert Aarave, Siento, Tobacconist 

Cheltenham Pet Sept 14 Ord Sept 1 
ae, hp eam oe c -~ Upper am High Court 


at. Waa x Cuanns, Weston super Mare, Com- 
m Bridgwater Pet Sept 18 Ord 


Sept 18 
Oax ey, Joszru, Darlaston, Staffs, Builder Walsall Pet 
Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 


Purpy, Atrrep James, and Witrrerp Lawrence Purpy, 
brokers Bath Pet Sept 12 Ord Sept 16 
Purvi Ropexr, Whitburn ——-. Builder Newcastle 
on Pet Sept 13 Ord Sept 16 
Rosixsox, Auy Aww, York bidgs, satel, Strand High 
Court Pet June 25 Ord Sept 14 
Re Grange rd, 


Ropert WI..14m, 
High Court Pet 


Boot 
20 Ord d Sept 14 Me 
oe ae Agent South- 


et Sept It Or Ord Bept 
Srupp, ag he Desiepants Restauran 
Manchester "bet Ang 13 Ord Sept 16 


Wixinsos, Joun Buuserr, West Hanney, Berks, Fruiterer 
Oxford Pet 18 Ord 18 

Wisox, Roserr Oxives, e, . Liverpool, Grocer 
Liverpool Pet Aug 27 Ord Sept 17 


Lascetyes, 





Yousc, Ropert, Salish Bookbinder Salisbury Pet 
Sept 16 Ord Sept 18” 


London Gasetie.—Tvuesvay, Sept. 24. 
RECEIVING cy 
Batemaw, Watrse, Hull, Fish Fryer 
Kingston upon Hull Pet septa 2i Ord d Sept 21 
Beaman, Unaawes, Redfield, Bristol, Outfi Bristol Pet 
Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 
aw * Jou —e and Caagtes Eocar Wakerorp, 
7 Proprietors Newport,Mon Pet Aug 
30 Ord Sept 19 


Capmay, Le wt yy Carr, Leeds, Tailor Leeds. Pet 
Sept 1 vy, hd 
CarTrTox, ee 10HOLAS, Gray’s Plantation 
Norfolk, Builder Norwich Pet Sept 21 Ord 
Witttam at ay Haverford west 
at Pem! P 
Cratwortay, Evan Gorseinon, 
Pet Sept 21 Ord 
Cotesatca, Epwis, Fiibotton, Hereford, Farmer 
minster Ord Aug 19 
Dewan, James Forest, i M8 Hecla, Portsmouth High 
Court Pet July 18 Ord Sept 20 
Diteer, Joun Toomas Westuory, Sheffield, Watchmaker 
Sheffield Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 
Drew, WILLIAM, nmawr, Brecon, Innkeeper Tredegar 
Pet Sept 21 Ord Sept 21 
Epwakgps, EC, Argyle rd, West welles, Decorator Brent- 
ford Pet Aug 29 Ord Sept 20 
Ci wallowbeck, Lincs, 


Fox, WiItt1am, ne rossing, 8 
ncola Pet Sept 20 Ord Se pt 20 


General E 

Goy, Evstyy, > Motor Car Driver Liacoln 
Pet Sept io Ora Sept 

Harpinc, ALBERT — "Pontyermmer, Glam, Collier 
Cardiff Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 

Hourrrecp, Wittram Hewry, Summertown, p Cateet, House 
Decorator Oxford Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 

Howmrs, ety Timber Merchant Sheffield Pet 


Hyops, Joas Toomas, Leadenham, Lincs, Grocer Boston 
Pet Sept 20 Ord Sept 20 

James, Farperick toe Harley rd, Willesden junc 
Tailor’s High Court Pet Aug 24 © Ord 
Sept 


Kwaaes, Caanres, and Bawest Ricearp Kyacas, Middles- 
boone. 3 Merchants Middlesbrough Pet Sept 20 
0 


Cheshire, Butcher 


CLARKE, 
Me 


Lawsox, WILFaep, irkenhead, 
Birke Pet 6 Ord Sept 20 

Leiseuse, Lewis, No ham Nottingham Pet Sept 20 
Ord Sept 20 


Pp 

Lewis, Jonx, Ansdell, Lancs, Greengrocer Preston Pet 
Sep t19 Ord Sept 19 

McCavstaxp, Atice R, _ ota, Hants Portsmouth 
Pet Sept 9 Ord Sept 20 

Nicnors, Samugst, avd Davip Nicnots, me, Flint, 
Printers Bangor Pet Sept 18 Ord Sept 18 

Niven, Jouw Lane, Withernsea, Y oe Kingston 
upon Hull Pet Sept 4 Ord Sept 20 

Ossorne, Arntuur Samvet, Cleethorpes, Shrimp Hawker 
Gt Grimsby Pet Sept17 Ord Sept 17 

Parker, Taomas Antuve, Broadway, Shifnal, Salop, Grocer 
Madeley Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 

Pore, Epwarp Vatu, Somerset a Portman sq High 
Court Pet Aug 24 Ord Sept 20 

Patios, James, Charing, o- Picture Dealer Canterbury 
Pet Sept 19 Ord Bept 19 

Rosewserc, Simos, Heaton, Newcastle on Tyne, House 
Furnisher Newcastle on Tyne Pet Aug 22 Ord 


Coal Merchant 


Sept 19 
Surra, Berream Ecssrt, Wolverham 
Bept 19 


Wolverhampton airy fy Ae 0. 


Stove, ae ey ouatain Ash, Glam, Confectioner Aber- 
Pet Sept 20 Ord 


Jongs, Witt1am Eawest, and Atrrep Minsxv.t, Stockp 
Pg ee Oct3atll Off Rec, Castle chmbrs, 6, V: es) 


Oct 3 at 12 


Kes” Haas ——— Butcher . 
Huddersfield Society’s Room, | 


yrporated Law 


Imperial Arcade, or at, Huddersfield 
tue, Hanais, Com 


mercial rd, Draper 
bldgs, st 
geeset Arravr, Chel Tobacconist 
30 County Court bidgs, hatesbam 


Joiner Oct 2 at 11.30 ry 


st, Der 
Mrronett, Joszra Epwarp, or megs st, vn 
Oct 3at12 Bankruptcy b 
Moutums, Wittraw Cuaaces, 
mercial Traveller Oct 2 at 11.30 20 OF 
st, Bristol 
Wituram, Harrow rd, Paddington, Costy 
acturer Oct 2atil Bankruptcy ldgs, Carer 
Nicsous, Ricaarp Jonataan, Peterborough, Builder 
2at12 The Law Courts, Peterborough 
Nicsoison, Jeremian Oxtver, Whitley Bay, Northambe 
land, Builder Oct 2 at 12 Off Rec, 30, Mosley 


Caney lovtea, Darla Darlaston, Staffs, Builder Oct 2 at 19 
same, Joun Farpenicx, Royal Exchange, Botmaker 
Oct 2at11 Bai bldgs, Carey st 
Parxes, Toomas Agtuaue, Shifnal, Salop, Grocer Oct 5 
Off Rec, 22, Swan hill, Shrews! v4 
Puriuies, Dr HC, Gloucester ter, Hyde P: Oct 2 at 19) 


g3, 

Poprg, gg! VaLiz Senet st, Portman sq Oct 
at12 Bankru ptey bldgs, Ca: Carey st 

Reryo.0e, CHARLES +p, Paigaton, a Bus Drives 
Oct 3at11 7, Buckland terr, Plymouth 

Rosensoure, SixEox, = Newcastle on Tyne, Hor 
Furnisher Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Ni 
saath an Tyee, 


Stack, Wittiam, Buxton, Tailor Oct 3 at 11.30 Off B 
Castle chmbrs, 6, Vernon st, port 

Waite, Haroip Joux, Clacton on Bea Oct 2 at 11 
Eastern Hotel, Liverpool st 

Wurtz, Feanx James, Warrington, Licensed Victuall 
Oct 2 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 


McLarex, 
Oct 3 


Mitwarp, 
Journe 


a 


rope M te Ball Ca 








Annual Subscription, WHICH MUST BE PAD 
IN ADVANCE: SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL AND 
WEEKLY REPORTER, 260.; by post, 288.7 
Foreign, 30s. 4d. 

Where difficulty is experienced in procuri 
the SoLicrrors’ JOURNAL AND WEEKLY 
REPORTER with regularity it is requested that) 
application be made direct to the Publisher, at 
27, Chancery-lane. 

Volumes bound at the Office—cloth, 2s. 9d. ; hal 
law calf, 5s. 6d. 


AW. — Wanted, an Admitted Solicitor 
having a good knowledge of Company Law 
Winding-up Practice, 3 of — Biils of be 
£150 a - .—Apply bg nn 
age, present em 3 +, Care ¢ 
age, experince, ad p London, W.C. 


OLICITOR.—Old Rugbeian, nearly 25, 7) 
Solicitor’s office, Desires Clerkship, 
urchasing a Partnership ; small come | 














Tuvastor, ta a Wituram, ley Moor, East Dereh 
orfolk, Farmer Norwich Pet Sept 31 Ord Sept 21 
Wippowsoy, Samvuet, Birmingham. Estate Agent ir- 
mingham Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 
Witi1ams, Geonce Avsert, and Tuomas Exisan Rocers. 
Cwm, Pe ders Tredegar Pet Sept 19 rd 


Sept 
Woon” Gaoncs, Birmingham, Baker Birmingham Pet 
Sept 20 Ord Sept 20 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Arsowx, Heyry, and Hersert Agsox, Monewden, Suffolk, 

— Oct 8 at 2 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, 
Wic! 

Deccleunents Repos, a Oe , Cheltenham, Grocer Oct3at 
8.15 County Co 

Beamay, CHARLES, Mieiatol, Outfitter Oct 2 at 
11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Capmay, yma Hunslet Carr, Leeds, Tailor Oct 2at 11 
Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Daves] pares James, Treforest, nr Pont: . Butcher 
Oct 3at 10.80 Off Rec, Post Office chm Pontypridd 

oe 5 ames Forest, H HMS*“ Hecla,”’ Portsmouth Ost 


4at12 bldgs, 
Dewutest, RicHarD, Dinko Beker Oct 4at 3.30 Off 
Ree, 14, . Preston 
Dix, ;Eaxast Brentwood, Builder and Contractor Oct 2 at 
Sbirehall, Chelmsford 
Sumeeh Joun, mes , Coal Merchant Oct 2 at 11.90 
Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Bs ton 


Ges, Witutam Nasu, 
Dealer Oct 2 at3 Of Heo, , Mase 


GuxzpaiLt, Joan Reywaagp, Sou 
Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, fam sok ta 


Haseiws, Taomas Epwasgp, Pi . Underground 
Contractor Of Ree, Gc County Court, Town 


Oct 3 at 12 
hall, Merthyr T 

Cheadle Hulme, Cheshire, Joiner 
Of Rec, Castle chmbrs, 6, Vernon st, 


Hazeupixe, Sanus. 
Oct 3 at 12 
Stockport 
Soumes rest» ene = |» pee 
‘ower er oth, Tiger 


Pe. Sons, , Oct 8 at 12 
14, Bedford 


theses Oct2 at 11 





aan diiicones a ted i to cates tate aa 
practising covenant ement.—Apply, 

A. B.K., NE Bolinitor? Tourcal ant aly Repose? 
Office, 27, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


ATERHAM PREPARATORY SCHOOL. 
Rev. P. MORGAN WATKINS, M.A., Scholar of 
Winchester and Brasenose, Receives BOYS to be 
for the Public a and Royal Navy at the 


E, C. Cordeaux, Naval Cadetship, April, 1907. 


AW COSTS.—Testimonial: “‘ Aug. 30th 
1907.—Mr, HARCOURT SMITH has just com 

the drafting of a complicated bill of costs in the 
up of a ble estate to our entire a ee 
we have 4 hesitation in recommen 
members of our profession for similar work. Daf m= 
Haxcourt Suiru, Partnership Agent, &c., 61, Chancerye © 
lane, London. 











SOLICITORS.—Ex-Detective Inspector” 
tao WALSH, of the Criminal In 
tland Yard, after twenty-nine ee 
blic service, now Undertakes j Sanne and = 
ae oll Divorce, Blackmail, Commercial 
Probate; —Montreal, New Me joand hea bat, 
and Drinal, —9, John-street, "Adelphi , Strand. 
14,164 Central. 


LoxDon SOLICITOR Offers Seat in Small, ~ 
sedking farther, ex a a to Qualities Ee 
1 





* Golicitors Fonnal and Weaskly Hers 





ae 
£2 S=-] Freehold Ground-rents, am: mer 
secured wu mn Four Houses Sumas 
one of the best suburbs of all let to 
moderate.— For all particulars goo 
Bs, 68-9, Shoe-lane, B.C. ‘Tel. 3756 





: 
: 








